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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to the amendment filed September 1 8, 2008. Claim 1 has 
been amended. Claim 20 has been cancelled. Claims 1-19 and 21-39 are pending and 
have been considered below. 

Claim Objections 

2. The objection to claim 1 has been withdrawn in light of the amendment to claim 1 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 09/1 8/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive 

4. Applicant argues" Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner has not 
provided a prima facie case of obviousness. That is, Applicant submits that, while the 
Examiner provided a motivation for combining Manning with the combined teaching of 
Daniel and Dory, Applicant submits that the Examiner has not set forth a motivation for 
combining Daniel and Doty. As such, the Examiner has not set forth prima-facie case of 
obviousness" 

5. The examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that the teaching of Daniel et al 
is modify by Doty in order to enhance the sharable content object with security feature 
and additional functionality as taught bv Doty (paragraphs [0156], [0170], [0183], 
[0188]). 
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6. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, based on the 
above response, the combination of teaching between Daniel et al , Doty and Manning 
et a l the references is proper and efficient. 

7. Daniel et al , Doty and Manning et a l do not need to disclose anything over and 
above the invention as claimed in order to render it unpatentable or anticipate. A 
recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must result in a structural 
difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of 
performing the intended use, then it meets the claimed limitations. 

8. For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained for 
independent claim 1 and dependant claims 2, 3,5-11, 15 and 16. 

9. Applicant argues" As should be understood by one of ordinary skill in the art, 
thumbnails are reduced-size versions of pictures, used to make it easier to scan and 
recognize them, serving a similar role for images as a normal text index does for words. 
Applicant submits that Dory merely discloses promotional codes that may be used, for 
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example, to obtain a promotional discount. In view of the above, Applicant submits that 
that Doty does not teach or suggest at least the recited thumbnail" 

1 0. The examiner respectfully disagrees and submits Doty discloses the step of 
generating thumbnail. As disclosed by Doty the object is made of the combination of 
active and Passive components Doty further discloses that the passive components 
can include description that require a learner to read or view a passage of text, a 
procedure or other visually presented concept and view or listen to a video or audio 
explanation list or description. Another passive component can be examples that can 
include a description of module goals, diagrams, photographs and other graphic 
images, a list of module objectives, text-based or narrated concepts or definitions and 
animated sequences and video clips (paragraphs [0099], [0139]). For the above 
reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained for claims 1-5-11,12, and 
14-17. 

1 1 . Applicant argues" Applicant submits that the above-cited passage of Daniel does 
not teach or suggest updating an on-line electronic store (e-Store) with the one or more 
SCOs. Rather, Applicant submits that the above passage is describing features of the 
authoring tool, which is used to create, compile or modify courses. As stated in Daniel, 
the authoring tool is operable to perform a global search and replace, to allow easier 
integration of older e-learning objects with newer e- learning objects without requiring 
individual editing of the older e-learning objects. However, Applicant submits that this 
global search and replace editing of Daniel does not constitute updating an on-line 
electronic store (e-Store) with the one or more SCOs. That is, the global search and 
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replace editing of Daniel occurs within the content database, which is not an on-line 
electronic store (e-Store)." 

12. The examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that Daniel et al discloses a 
step of updating an online electronic store(see paragraphs [0018], [0020], [0082], 
[0086], and [01 16]. In addition, Doty also discloses a step of updating online store (see 
paragraphs [0010]. [0056], [0065], [0081], [0107]). 

1 3. Applicant also argues, "No Teaching or Suggestion of Making SCOs Available for 
Searching at Client Applicant submits that Bjomestad does not teach or suggest making 
the one or more SCOs available for searching and downloading at a client. In 
addressing claim 17, the Examiner asserts that Bjomestad discloses this feature at 
paragraph [0055]. Applicant disagrees" 

14. The examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that Daniel discloses a step of 
searching the online (see paragraphs [0061], [01 14]) 

1 5. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, based on the 
above response, the combination of teaching between Daniel et al , Doty and Bjomestad 
the references is proper and efficient. 
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16. For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained for 
independent claim 1 and dependant claims 18-21, 23, 25 and 26. 

1 7. applicant argues" Applicant submits that Daniel does not teach or suggest an on- 
line electronic store (e-Store) to access the one or more SCOs. Additionally, the 
Examiner asserts that Daniel discloses generating promotional material including a 
package ID at paragraph [0137]. However, Applicant respectfully submits that Daniel 
does not contain paragraph [0137]. As such, as discussed further below, Applicant 
submits that the Examiner has not set forth a clear action or a complete record." 

18. The examiner respectfully disagrees and submits that Daniel et disclose such 
feature see(paragraph [0037]. The examiner made a typographic error by citing the 
wrong paragraph, however the Daniel et al reference does not disclosed a paragraph 
[0137]. 

19. In response the examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the 
prior art of record in the body of this action for the convenience of the Applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply. Applicant, in preparing the response, should consider fully the entire 
reference as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the 
context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

20. Applicant argues, "Independent Claim 32 over Steak in view of Penrod. Applicant 
submits that Stefik is not prior art against at least independent claim 32. That is, the 
instant application has a filing date of December 10, 2003 and Stefik has a filing date o 
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April 13, 2004 and a publication date of April 21, 2005. Moreover, Applicant notes that 
Stefik is a continuation-in-part application of Patent No. 7,359,881 ("Stefik '881"), which 
filed February 7, 2001 and issued on April 15, 2008. However, Applicant submits that 
the teachings of Stefik relied upon in rejecting at least claim 32 is not contained in Stefik 
'881 . More specifically, in rejecting claim 32, the Examiner asserts that Stefik discloses 
an automatic validation component adapted to ensure conformance of the unprotected 
digital content to Shareable Content Object Reference Model (SCORM) standards and 
providing error messages to enable correction. However, Applicant submits that Stefik 
'881 does, not teach or suggest at least an automatic validation component adapted to 
ensure conformance of the unprotected digital content to Shareable Content Object 
Reference Model (SCORM) standards and providing error messages to enable 
correction. In fact, 

21 . The examiner submits that the portion of the reference was used to show that 
that the embodiment of Stefik with respect to Figs.1-19 is compatible with the SCORM. 

22. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 

23. There is no new ground of rejection when the basic thrust of the rejection 
remains the same. See In re Kronig, 539 F.2d 1300, 1302-03, 190 USPQ 425, 426-27 
(CCPA 1976) To the extent that the response to the applicant's arguments may have 
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mentioned new portions of the prior art references, which were not used in the prior 
office action, this does not constitute new a new ground of rejection. It is clear that the 
prior art reference is of record and has been considered entirely by applicant. See In re 
Boyer, 363 F.2d 455,458 n.2,150 USPQ 441,444, n.2 (CCPA 1966) and In re Bush, 296 
F.2d 491,496, 131 USPQ 263,267 (CCPA 1961). 

24. The mere fact that additional portions of the same reference may have been 
mentioned or relied upon does not constitute new ground of rejection. In re Meinhardt, 
392, F.2d 273,280, 157 USPQ 270, 275 (CCPA 1968). Accordingly, this office action is 
being made final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

25. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

a. A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

26. Claims 1-3, 5-11 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Daniel et al (US 2003/0163784) in view of Doty, Jr (US 
2002/01 52904) in further view of Manning etal (US 2002/01 61 71 9). 

Claim 1. Daniel et al discloses a method of providing learning objects, 
comprising: 

i. Accessing an authoring application for creating a shareable content 
object (SCO), the accessing being through at least one of a web based 
remote access and a download of the authoring application (when using 
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the authoring tool according to embodiments of the present invention, a 
course instructor or publication author would connect to the central 
network using a client device, such as via the Internet, and log in to the 
system to initiate the method of FIG. 4. FIG. 5 depicts a client computer 
display as seen by a CAI course author or publisher via a web browser of 
an exemplary log in web page 500 for electronically accessing the object 
authoring and administration tools over the Internet according to preferred 
embodiments of the present invention)( paragraph [0090], Fig. 4 and Fig . 
5); 

ii. Composing a shareable content object (SCO) representing one or 
more assets using the authoring application (the author begins the 
process of creating a modular CAI course or e-publication according to the 
present invention by first creating a topical outline, step 400 of FIG. 4 (this 
outline may equivalently be called a publication topical outline in the 
specific case of e-publications and a course topical outline in the specific 
case of CAI courses) (paragraph [0094]; Fig. 4 and Fig. 6); 
But does not explicitly disclose a step of assigning a digital rights to the SCO to 
secure the one or more assets; nor a step of individually controlling access to the 
SCO and the one or more assets by utilizing the assigned digital rights to the 
SCO or the one or more assets, wherein the download of the authoring 
application includes checking a client browser's version and downloading a DRM 
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extension appropriate for the browser's version. However, Doty discloses a 
network based educational system, which further discloses: 

iii. Assigning a digital rights to the SCO to secure the one or more 
assets {the administrative portal 22 can provide a mechanism for 
administrative functions including the generation of reports, hierarchical 
permissions, file sharing and account management, authentication, digital 
rights management (DRM)) (paragraph [0169]); and 

iv. Individually controlling access to the SCO and the one or more 
assets by utilizing the assigned digital rights to the SCO or the one or 
more assets (DRM vests the digital rights of the purchased or selected 
course/program to be accessible to the user after appropriate validations 
and checks or payments) (paragraph [0171]), 

While neither of them explicitly discloses wherein the download of the authoring 
application includes checking a client browser's version and downloading a DRM 
extension appropriate for the browser's version. However, Manning et al 
discloses a method for online enrolment, which further discloses wherein the 
download of the authoring application includes checking a client browser's 
version and downloading a DRM extension appropriate for the browser's version 
(the management server 18 downloads a specific version of software by 
determining the end user's browser type. The client-side software is downloaded 
and installed with minimal involvement from the end-user) (paragraph [0018]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/731 ,020 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2436 

the time the invention was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al 
and Doty such as to check the client browser's version and download DRM 
extension. One would have been motivated to do so in order to provide an 
improved online enrolment method and system as taught by Manning et al 
{paragraph [0010]). 

Claim 2. Daniel et al . Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claiml above, and Daniel et al further discloses wherein 
the accessing an authoring application step includes: 

i. Accessing an on-line portal server to obtain registration information; 

and registering as an author of learning objects (paragraphs [0076], 

[0081], {0092]; Fig. 5). 
Claim 3: Daniel et al . Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claim 1 above, and Daniel et al further discloses wherein 
the registering step includes receiving a registration confirmation that includes at 
least one of a user-id, a password, a login uniform resource locator (URL) and a 
universal resource identifier (URI) (paragraphs [0092]-[0093]). 
Claim 5. Daniel et al . Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claim 1 above, and Doty further discloses wherein, the 
assigning step includes: 

i. Logging on to a digital packager {paragraph [0154]); 

ii. Uploading a package containing the SCO and a metadata file 
(paragraph [0158], [0167]); and 
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iii. Triggering a digital rights management (DRM) packager to assign 
digital rights to at least one of the SCO and the one or more assets and 
the package {paragraphs [0171]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al 
and Manning et al such as to assign digital right to at least one SCO. One would 
have been motivated to do so in order to enhance the total educational 
experience for those taking advantage of the present system as taught by Doty 
{paragraph [0003]). 

Claim 6. Daniel et al . Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claim 5 above, and Doty further discloses wherein the 
triggering step includes assigning a price level to one of the SCO and the one or 
more assets controlled by the assigned digital rights {paragraphs [0164], [0165]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al 
and Manning et al such as to associate a price tag . One would have been 
motivated to do so in order to enhance the total educational experience for those 
taking advantage of the present system as taught by Doty {paragraph [0003]). 
Claim 7. Daniel et al . Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claim 5 above, and Doty further discloses that the method 
further comprising the steps of: 
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i. Parsing the package to extract structure and titles (paragraph 
[0164]); and 

ii. Assigning a package ID with a package name to the SCO 
(paragraph [00154]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al 
and Manning et al such as to extract structure and title and to assign Id to SCO. 
One would have been motivated to do so in order to enhance the total 
educational experience for those taking advantage of the present system as 
taught by Doty (paragraph [0003]). 

Claim 8: Daniel et al , Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claim 5 above, and Doty further discloses that the method 
further comprising: 

i. Generating promotional material and thumbnail for use in an 
electronic store (eStore) to provide searching and discovery capability 
(paragraph [0137]); and 

ii. Storing the promotional material and the SCO in an on-line catalog 
(paragraphs [0169], [0200]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al 
and Manning et al such as to generate and store promotional material. One 
would have been motivated to do so in order to enhance the total educational 
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experience for those taking advantage of the present system as taught by Doty 
(paragraph [0003]). 

Claim 9. Daniel et al , Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claiml above, and Doty further discloses that the method 
further comprising assigning digital rights to the one or more assets and 
encrypting(encocte) at least one of the SCO and one or more assets (paragraphs 
[0183], [0188]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combined 
teaching of Daniel et al and Manning et al such as to assign digital right to at 
least one SCO. One would have been motivated to do so in order to enhance 
the total educational experience for those taking advantage of the present 
system as taught by Doty (paragraph [0003]). 

Claim 10. Daniel et al , Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claiml above, and Doty further discloses wherein, the 
assigning digital rights step assigns rights to the one or more assets to 
independently access the one or more assets under control of the assigned 
digital rights(paragrap/? [0129], [0167]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the combined teaching of Daniel et al and Manning et al such as to assign digital 
right to at least one SCO. One would have been motivated to do so in order to 
enhance the total educational experience for those taking advantage of the 
present system as taught by Doty (paragraph [0003]). 
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Claim 11. Daniel et al , Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claim 5 above, and Daniel et al further discloses that the 
method further comprising the step of placing the SCO, the metadata file and a 
promotional file into a digital conta\ner(paragraphs [0109], [0110]). 
Claim 15. Daniel et al , Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claiml above, and Daniel et al further discloses wherein in 
the composing step the one or more assets include at least one of a video asset, 
a text asset, a music asset, and a learning asset {paragraphs [0082], [0098]). 
Claim 16. Daniel et al , Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claim 1 above, and Daniel et al further discloses that the 
method further comprising packaging a content aggregation file separately from 
the SCO and any asset files, wherein the content aggregation file includes for the 
SCO: an associated metadata file, a manifest file, a content packaging 
information, and encrypted rights (paragraphs [0055], [0071], [0104], [0108]). 

27. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Daniel et 
aj_(US 2003/0163784) in view of Doty. Jr (US 2002/0152904) in further view of Manning 
etal (US 2002/0161719) and Stefik (US2005/0086172). 

Claim 4. Daniel et al , Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claiml above, and Doty further discloses wherein the 
download of the authoring application further includes: 
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Accessing an application to create SCO rights metadata and promotional 

material (paragraphs [0137]. [0151], [0198]); 
While neither of them explicitly discloses a step of generating a public key pair for 
the client for encryption purposes and sending a private key to the client, wherein 
the accessing the application to create SCO rights metadata occurs through one 
of a web based remote access and a download the application. However, Stefik 
discloses a method for providing education content, which further discloses a 
step of generating a public key pair for the client for encryption purposes and 
sending a private key to the client, wherein the accessing the application to 
create SCO rights metadata occurs through one of a web based remote access 
and a download the application (paragraphs [0193]-[0195]). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al , Doty and Manning et 
al such as to use a public key encryption. One would have been motivated to do 
so in order to provide an improved method for controlling the use of digital 
content in accordance with usage rights information associated with the digital 
content as taught by Stefik {paragraph [0009]). 

28. Claims 1 2-1 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Daniel etal (US 2003/0163784) in view of Doty. Jr (US 2002/0152904) in further view of 
Manning et al (US 2002/01 61 71 9)and Moses et al ( US 6,314,517). 
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Claim 12. Daniel et al , Doty and Manning et al disclose a method of providing 
learning objects as in claiml above, while neither of them explicitly discloses 
wherein the placing step includes at least one of assigning digital rights to the 
SCO and encrypting the one or more assets using randomly generated 
symmetric keys of the associated SCO. However, Moses et al discloses a 
method for notarizing digital signature, which further discloses wherein the 
placing step includes at least one of assigning digital rights to the SCO and 
encrypting the one or more assets using randomly generated symmetric keys of 
the associated SCO. (column 1 , lines 20-37). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al , Doty and Manning et al such as 
to use a random symmetric key. One would have been motivated to do so in 
order to provide data integrity. 

Claim 13. Daniel et al . Doty , Manning et al and Moses et al disclose a method 
of providing learning objects as in claiml 2 above, and Doty further disclose 
wherein the placing wherein the digital rights include at least one of price, user 
identity, and length of use(paragraphs [0164]-[0165]). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al , Manning et al and Moses 
et al such as to assign a price to at least one SCO. One would have been 
motivated to do so in order to enhance the total educational experience for those 
taking advantage of the present system as taught by Doty (paragraph [0003]). 
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Claim 14. Daniel et al , Doty , Manning et al and Moses et al disclose a method 
of providing learning objects as in claim12 above, and Moses et al further 
disclose further including placing the randomly generated symmetric keys in the 
metadata file, and encrypting the metadata file with a public key(column 1, lines 
40-65). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel 
et al , Doty and Manning et al such as to use a random symmetric key. One 
would have been motivated to do so in order to provide data integrity. 

29. Claims 17-19, 21, 23 and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Daniel et al (US 2003/0163784) in view of Doty. Jr (US 
2002/0152904) in further view of Biornestad et al (US 2003/0084345). 

Claim 17: Daniel et al discloses a method for creating learning objects, 

comprising: 

i. Creating a package containing one or more shareable content 
objects (Si.COs) (paragraph [0094]; Fig. 4 and Fig. 6); 

ii. Updating an on-line electronic store (e-Store) with the one or more 
SCOs {paragraph [0114]); 

iii. Logging onto a portal server to perform any of the steps, wherein 
the portal server provides a common interface personalized to a user's 
profile and role) (paragraph [0090], Fig. 4 and Fig. 5) . 
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But does not explicitly discloses making the one or more SCOs available for 
searching and downloading at a client, wherein access to the one or more SCOs 
is controlled by the DRM, and the one or more SCOs include one or more assets 
individually controllable; nor Assigning digital rights management (DRM) to the 
one or more SCOs; However, Doty discloses a network based educational 
system, which further discloses: 

i. Assigning digital rights management (DRM) to the one or more 
SCOs (paragraph [0169]); 

ii. Wherein access to the one or more SCOs is controlled by the DRM, 
and the one or more SCOs include one or more assets individually 
controllable (paragraph [0171]) 

While neither of them explicitly discloses making the one or more SCOs available 
for searching and downloading at a client. However, Bjornestad et al discloses a 
managed access to information over data network, which further discloses a step 
of making the one or more SCOs available for searching and downloading at a 
client (paragraph [0055]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
combined teaching of Daniel et al and Doty such as to make the content 
searchable. One would have been motivated to do so in order to provide a user 
with access to an information site hosting information with controlled access as 
taught by Bjornestad et al (paragraph [0009]). 

Claim 18. Daniel et al . Doty and Bjornestad et al disclose a method for creating 
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learning objects as in claim 17 above, and Daniel et al discloses wherein in the 
creating a package step the package contains a content aggregation file 
containing at least one of a metadata, a manifest, content packaging information, 
and a encrypted rights for each SCO in the package paragraphs [0055], [0071], 
[0104], [0108]). 

Claim 19. Daniel et al . Doty and Biornestad et al disclose a method for creating 
learning objects as in claim 17 above, and Doty discloses that the method further 
comprising the step of invoking a DRM packager to upload the package in 
compressed format and place in a digital cor\ta\r\er(paragraphs [0169], [0171]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al 
and Biornestad et al such as to compress the content searchable. One would 
have been motivated to do so in order to enhance the total educational 
experience for those taking advantage of the present system as taught by Doty 
{paragraph [0003]). 

Claim 21. Daniel et al . Doty and Biornestad et al disclose a method for creating 
learning objects as in claim 17 above, and Doty further discloses wherein: 

i. The assigning DRM to the one or more SCOs include assigning a 
price to each of the one or more SCOs and at least one of the one or more 
assets (paragraphs [0169], [0171], and 
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/'/'. The assigning the DRM step causes limitation of access to the one 
or more SCOs by user identity, price, or type of asset (paragraphs [0164], 
[0165]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al 
and Biornestad et al such as to assign right to the content. One would have 
been motivated to do so in order to enhance the total educational experience for 
those taking advantage of the present system as taught by Doty {paragraph 
[0003]) 

Claim 23. Daniel et al . Doty and Biornestad et al disclose a method for creating 
learning objects as in claim 17 above, and Daniel et al discloses: 

i. Logging onto an electronic store (e- store) to access the one or 
more SCOs (paragraphs [0094], [0114]); and 

ii. generating promotional material and supplying parameters 
indicating at least one of: a package ID(paragraph [0137], whether each of 
the SCOs is encrypted (paragraphs [0071], [0085]), and Doty further 
discloses whether the one or more SCOs are to be delivered via on-line or 
off-line mode (paragraphs [0010], [0062]), whether the package is a 
course or SCO, a license server address, content manager address, and 
whether the promotional contents are packaged into a secure container 
(paragraphs [01 83], [0188]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al 
and Bjornestad et al such as to assign digital right to content. One would have 
been motivated to do so in order to enhance the total educational experience for 
those taking advantage of the present system as taught by Doty (paragraph 
[0003]). 

Claim 25 Daniel et al , Doty and Bjornestad et al disclose a method for creating 
learning objects as in claim 17 above, and Doty discloses: 

i. Extracting information including thumbnail promotional material 
from a content aggregation (CA) file {paragraph [0037]); 

ii. ingesting the one or more SCOs and CA file into a catalog using 
the information {paragraph [0110]); and storing the thumbnail promotional 
material into the catalog and associating the promotional material with the 
one or more SCOs (paragraphs [0103]-[0104], [110]), Bjornestad et al 
further discloses wherein the thumbnail promotional material and one or 
more SCOs are searchable(paragrap/7s [0054]-[0056]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al 
and Doty such as to make the content searchable. One would have been 
motivated to do so in order to provide a user with access to an information site 
hosting information with controlled access as taught by Bjornestad et al 
(paragraph [0009]). 
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Claim 26. Daniel et al , Doty and Bjornestad et al disclose a method for creating 
learning objects as in claim 17 above, and Daniel et al discloses wherein the one 
or more assets are at least one of a video asset, a text asset, a music asset, and 
a learning asset (paragraphs [0082], [0098]). 

30. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Daniel et 
aJ_(US 2003/0163784) in view of Doty, Jr (US 2002/0152904) in further view of 
Bjornestad et al (US 2003/0084345) and Moses et a I (US 6,314,517). 

b. Claim 24. Daniel et al , Doty and Bjornestad et al disclose a method for 
creating learning objects as in claim 17 above, while neither of them explicitly 
discloses a step of assigning symmetric keys to each one or more SCOs and 
encrypting each one or more SCOs with the symmetric keys. However, Moses et 
al discloses a method for notarizing digital signature, which further discloses a 
step of assigning symmetric keys to each one or more SCOs and encrypting 
each one or more SCOs with the symmetric keys (column 1, lines 23-37). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combined teaching of Daniel et al . 
Doty and Manning et al such as to use a random symmetric key. One would 
have been motivated to do so in order to provide data integrity. 

31 . Claims 32-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stefik (US 2005/0086172) in view of Penrodetal (US 2002/0169773) 
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Claim 32. Stefik discloses a digital rights protection system, comprising: 

i. an automatic validation component adapted to ensure conformance 
of the unprotected digital content to Shareable Content Object Reference 
Model (SCORM) standards and providing error messages to enable 
correction(paragraphs [0051], [0202], [0450]); and 

ii. a digital rights generation layer having one or more components 
adapted to provide a web-based interface for specifying different rights to 
the one or more parts for providing protected digital content(paragraph 
[0051]). 

But does not explicitly discloses a secure uploading service capable of receiving 
unprotected digital content having one or more parts, associated metadata, and 
one or more promotional materials. However, Penrod et al discloses an image 
comparison system, which further discloses a secure uploading service capable 
of receiving unprotected digital content having one or more parts, associated 
metadata, and one or more promotional materials {paragraph [0029]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Stefik such as to 
receive unprotected digital content. One would have been motivated to do so in 
order to expose artists' works to a broad audience widely distributed throughout a 
broad geographic area as taught bv Penrod et al (abstract). 
Claim 33. Stefik and Penrod et al disclose a digital rights protection system as in 
claim 32 above, and Stefik further discloses that the system further comprising a 
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means for generating digital rights files and associating the digital rights files with 
the digital content by embedding links into a metadata right field within 
corresponding metadata f\\es{paragraph [0080]). 

Claim 34. Stefik and Penrod et al disclose a digital rights protection system as in 
claim 33 above, and Stefik further discloses that the system further comprising 
further comprising a transparent web service for automatically encrypting the 
protected digital content and the rights files, wherein the digital rights generation 
layer provides content protection services {paragraph [0080]). 
Claim 35 Stefik and Penrod et a I disclose a digital rights protection system as in 
claim 32 above, and Stefik further discloses that the system further comprising 
further comprising: 

i. A security manager component adapted to provide secure 
communications with client stations and an electronic store {paragraph 
[0052]); and 

/'/'. A content repository component which prevents any input/output 
operation that creates a rights violation when the protected digital content 
is stored {paragraph [0191]). 
Claim 36. Stefik and Penrod et al disclose a digital rights protection system as in 
claim 32 above, and Stefik further discloses that the system further comprising, 
further comprising a means for providing catalog creation services that includes 
invoking web services with a trusted electronic store to create a catalog entry of 
the protected digital content and any associated promotional material. {paragraph 
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[0116]) 

Claim 37. Stefik and Penrod et al disclose a digital rights protection system as in 
claim 32 above, and Stefik further wherein all components of the rights 
generation layer has a public-key certificate by a certificate authority indicating 
that all the components are trusted(paragrap/7 [0449]). 

Claim 38. Stefik and Penrod et al disclose a digital rights protection system as in 
claim 32 above, and Stefik further discloses wherein the digital rights generation 
layer provides updating and version control capabilities of the protected digital 
content and any associated metadata files {paragraphs [0427], [0443]). 



32. Claims 27-31 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Daniel et al (US 2003/0163784) in view of Doty, Jr (US 2002/0152904). 

Claim 27. Daniel et al discloses a system for providing learning objects, 

comprising: 

i. A portal server to permit authoring of at least one shareable content 
object (SCO) having one or more assets (paragraph [0094]; Fig. 4 and 
Fig. 6); 

ii. A content manager which stores or retrieves the at least one SCO 
and the one or more assets (paragraphs [0108]-[0109]). 

but does not explicitly discloses a digital rights management (DRM) content 
packager accessible via the portal server which assigns digital rights to the at 
least one shareable content object (SCO) nor a DRM license server which 
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assigns license criteria to the at least one SCO and the one or more assets. 
However, Doty discloses a network based educational system, which further 
discloses: 

i. A digital rights management (DRM) content packager accessible 
via the portal server which assigns digital rights to the at least one 
shareable content object (SCO) (paragraphs [0169], [0171])); 

ii. A DRM license server which assigns license criteria to the at least 
one SCO and the one or more assets {paragraphs [0129], [0167]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Daniel et al such as to 
assign digital right to the sharable content. One would have been motivated to 
do so in order to enhance the total educational experience for those taking 
advantage of the present system as taught by Doty {paragraph [0003]). 
Claim 28. Daniel et al and Doty disclose a system for providing learning objects 
as in claim 27 above, and . Daniel et al further discloses wherein the portal server 
provides a common interface personalized to a user's profile and ro\e{paragraphs 
[0072], [0081]), and the portal server facilitates at least one of: 

i. Accessing a web base authoring application for creating the at least 
one SCO, and downloading of a client authoring application for creating 
the at least one SCO {paragraphs [0092]-[0094]). 
Claim 29. Daniel et al and Doty disclose a system for providing learning objects 
as in claim 27 above, and Doty further discloses wherein the DRM content 
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packager communicates with the portal server for uploading the at least one 
SCO and communicates with a content manager loader for storing the at least 
one SCO in a learning objects repository and wherein the DRM content packager 
uploads a package {paragraphs [01 58], [0167]) and parses the package to 
extract structure and titles of the package {paragraph [0164]), the package 
containing the at least one SCO and promotional material(paragfrap/? [0137]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Daniel et al such as to 
assign digital right to a content. One would have been motivated to do so in 
order to enhance the total educational experience for those taking advantage of 
the present system as taught by Doty {paragraph [0003]). 
Claim 30: Daniel et al and Doty disclose a system for providing learning objects 
as in claim 27 above, and Daniel et al further discloses wherein the one or more 
assets is at least one of a video asset, a text asset, a music asset, and a learning 
asset(paragraphs [0082], [0098]). 

Claim 31 Daniel et al and Doty disclose a system for providing learning objects 
as in claim 27 above, Doty further discloses wherein the at least one SCO is 
packaged into a digital container, and wherein the each of the at least one SCO 
and each of the one or more assets is associated with a price controlled by DRM 
{paragraphs [0164]-[0165]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching 
of Daniel et al such as to associate the SCO with a price tag. One would have 
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been motivated to do so in order to enhance the total educational experience for 
those taking advantage of the present system as taught by Doty (paragraph 
[0003]). 

Claim 39. Daniel et al discloses a computer program product comprising a 
computer usable medium having readable program code embodied in the 
medium, the computer program product includes: 

i. A first computer code to compose a shareable content object 
(SCO) representing one or more assets (paragraph [0094]; Fig. 4 and Fig. 
6); 

ii. A fourth computer code to provide a common interface 
personalized to a user's profile and role to facilitate one of accessing or 
downloading the first computer code )( paragraph [0090], Fig. 4 and Fig . 
5). 

but does not explicitly discloses a second computer code to assign a digital rights 
to the SCO to secure the one or more assets; nor a third computer code to 
individually access the SCO and the one or more assets, wherein the access to 
the SCO and the one or more assets is individually controlled by the assigned 
digital rights. However, Doty discloses a network based educational system, 
which further discloses: 

i. A second computer code to assign a digital rights to the SCO to 

secure the one or more assets (paragraph [0169]); 
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ii. A third computer code to individually access the SCO and the one 
or more assets, wherein the access to the SCO and the one or more 
assets is individually controlled by the assigned digital rights (paragraph 
[0171]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Daniel et al such as to 
assign digital right to the sharable content. One would have been motivated to 
do so in order to enhance the total educational experience for those taking 
advantage of the present system as taught by Doty {paragraph [0003]). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fatoumata Traore whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1685. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Thursday from 7:00 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m. and every other Friday from 7:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nassar G. Moazzami, can be reached on (571) 272 4195. The fax phone 
number for Formal or Official faxes to Technology Center 2100 is (571 ) 273-8300. Draft 
or Informal faxes, which will not be entered in the application, may be submitted directly 
to the examiner at (571) 270-2685. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group Receptionist whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2100. 

2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

FT 

Monday, December 22, 2008 



/Nasser G Moazzami/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2436 



